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summarised in the following table with a view to elicit the
answer to the question for which we undertook the above
calculations, namely, why more than half of the families
inhabiting the village are living in an unsound economic
condition.
Table showing the comparative condition of the three
economic groups :


Group I 
Group II 
Group HI 

36 
185 
229 
Percentage of families to the total   . 
8 
41-1 
50*9 
Size of average family   	 
4-6 
4*9 
4-9 
Number of children per family    .    . 
1-S 
1-3 
1-6 
Land owned per head in acres    .    . 
3-9 
1-4 
•5 
Land cultivated per head in acres    . 
8-7 
1-5 
•7 
Per capita income in Rs 	 
127 
89 
16 
„       „       expenditure in Rs.   .    . 
84 
74 
23 
„       9,        surplus (+) in Rs.    .    . 
+ 43 
4- 15 

or deficit (_) in Rs. . 


	 7 
?,       „       indebtedness in Rs. .    . 
88 
47 
18 
The following conclusions are evident from this table :
(r) The size of the family is equally large in the second
and the third groups ; the number of children is largest in
the third group. But in spite of this there is no material
difference in the composition of the groups so far as these
aspects are concerned.
(2) The volume o£ indebtedness decreases as we pass
on from the first to the third group, suggesting the opera-
tion of the tendency,l so ably established by Mr. Darling,
1 cf. "	In other words, debts postulate not only a debtor but a creditor,
and, not only a need but also security; and in a country like India,
where need is great and improvidence general, it may be said that
the better the securityt the greater the debt." The Punjab Peasant
in Prosperity and Debt, p. 197.
We may note, however, that this theory has a limitation in its appli-
cation to this Presidency. This is shown by Dr. Mann's studies in
which he finds that the poorer the class, the greater its debt.

